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Sir: 

This is in reply to the Examiner's Answer dated December 30, 2004. 

In the paragraph beginning at page 5, line 8 of the Answer, the Examiner argues that "The 
claims do not state how the quality of the resultant foodstuff is improved." In reply, it is 
unnecessary for the claims to recite how quality of the foodstuffs is improved since this is the 
function of the specification e.g. the Examples. 

The improvement of foodstuff quality by the present invention is a fact as evidenced by 
the specification. 

In the paragraph starting on page 5, line 13, the Examiner appears to be concerned with 
molecular hydrogen as released from the hydrogen-absorbing alloy. In reply, the present claims 
are silent on the state of the hydrogen released from the alloy. 

In this regard, the present claims merely recite contacting water with an alloy having 
absorbed hydrogen, whereby the alloy having absorbed hydrogen releases hydrogen to activate 
the water which is used to wash foodstuffs, whereby the quality of the foodstuffs is improved. 
The alloy having absorbed hydrogen is neither disclosed nor suggested by Reznik. 



Reznik's disclosure of providing "molecular hydrogen from any suitable source such as a 
gas cylinder or an electrolysis device" in column 6, lines 38 and 39 is not relevant here since the 
present claims do not recite the form of hydrogen (e.g. molecular or atomic) nor is the role of 
hydrogen in improving food quality in the present invention known. 

Kawasaki clearly does not overcome the deficiencies of Reznik since Kawasaki merely 
deals with removing dissolved oxygen in liquids (drinks) with hydrogen blown into the liquid in 
the presence of certain metals and electrical or vibration energy. It is not clear what Kawasaki's 
disclosure of treating liquids with hydrogen has to do with washing of foodstuffs. 

It would be a strained interpretation to view Kawasaki's treatment of drinks as washing 
treatment for foodstuffs. Therefore Kawasaki is irrelevant to Reznik and there is no motivation 
to combine Kawasaki with Reznik nor would this lead to the presently claimed invention. 

The combination of the references is, at best, an improper hindsight reconstruction of the 
present invention. 

For the foregoing reasons, the combined reference teachings fail to teach the present 

claims. 

Accordingly, reversal of the Final Rejection is respectfully requested. 
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